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MR. BLACK T O MR. WIL SON.
To the Honorable HBNRY
.Ma.ssachusctts.

\VJLSON',

Senator from

to my first intention, and
C O?\TRARY
not without reluctance, I lay aside other

business of far greater importance while I
take a brief review of your supplemental
eulogy on Stanton. The- occurrences which
caused this change of mind might require
explanation, but they are too entirely personal to occupy any space in these pages.
\Vithout more preface I give you my
thought on your latest essay.
You take violent exceptions to my former
letter as being vituperative and ill-tempered.
Let us see how the account stands between
us on the score of mere manners, and then
detem1inc whether you have a right to set
y::mrself up as an arbiter elega11t1iznmz.
You wrote, or caused to be written, and
published in a magazine of large circulation,
an article in which you attacked the reputa·
tion of certain persons in a style so scandalous that vituperation is no name for it.
Without reserve or qualification you pronounced them guilty of the worst crimes
known among men. The specific acts of
which you accused them, and the opprobrious epithets you applied to them, were as
insulting as you could make them. Most of
the gentlemen thus assailed were dead; but
that made no difference to you ; your invective was not checked by any regard for the
feelings of friends or relath·es. The indecency of this was greatly aggravated by the
fact lhat you put it in the form of a funeral
panegyric upon a man whose recent and sudden death should have sobered your party
rage and solemnized your heart, or at least
operated as a temporary sedative upon your
appetite for defamation. 'What was I to do?
My fit,t impulse was- no matter what; I
did not obey it. But I concluded that all
the purposes of a fair vindication might be
accomplished by a simple contradiction of
your statements, coupled with the plain reasons which would show them to be unworthy
of hclicf. 1 did this, and I did no more.
I did it in terms so free from unnecessary
harshness that I am amazed this moment at
mv own moderation. But you declare, affi;m my denial to be an act of "reckless
audacity" ; in your eyes my de-fence is an
,if-fence. I really cannot understand this,

unless you suppose that your political oppo•
nents have no rights, even of reputation,
which you are bound to respect, and that
slander, like other injuries, is consecrated
by loya lty when a Democrat is the sufferer.
You make no attempt to impugn the
soundness or truth of the law as I gave it 10
the President on the 20th of November,
1860. That opinion was very simple as it
stood upon the rcconl ; and in my former
letter I gave you the elementary principles,
clarified by the most familiar illustration~,
and brought the whole suhject down to the
level of the lowest understanding. Besides,
you had the aid of about a dozen Senators
and member~ of Congress in getting up your
reply. With all these helps you certainly
might have specified some error in the opinion, if it be erroneous. But you content
yourself with merely railing at it. I thi11k
I may say, with more confidence than ever,
that "you cannot be so ignorant of the fundamental law as not to know that our exposition of it was perfectly sound and correct."
While you do not deny its truth, you think
you annihilate it by the assertion that it is
extensively disapproved. Do you really
believe that an officer, dealing with questions of law, is hound to be popular rather
than right? Will you never learn that
"st:\lesmen" and "patriots" of your school
have notions about all the political virtue:;
which a sound morality holds in utter detestation? To flatter the passions and cajole
the understanding of the people is not the
highest object of any honest man's ambition.
l\lr. Jefferson thought he ought to "<lo the:n
as much good as possible in spite of their
teeth." But on your theory, to be "ever
strong upon the stronger side" is not only
good fortune, but high desert; "·hile it is
mere imbecili ty to offend the powerful by let·
ting the countenance of the law shine upon
the weak or the oppressed, who cannot re·
ward you with office or money. If your th~ological opinions conform to your itlcas of
political duty, you esteem the luck of Ba,·.
abbas as more meritorious than the ficlclity
of John or the devotion of all the Marys.
No dou ht there was then, as there is now,
a set of "small but ferocious politicians;•
who became completely infuriated against
me because I did not falsify the law, advise
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the President to violate the Constitution,
and thus bring on an immediate dissolution
of the Union. But you can hardly expect
me to regret that I did not escape their c<:nsure. Thq· were men who had been taught
that enmity to the Constitution was the sum
of all public and private virtue. There nirtainly is not an uncorrupted man in the
country who" ill say that I was to blame for
giving the law faithfully and truly.
You declare that "contemporaneous his•
tory has already pronounced" against me,
and you quote a few words of twaddle, apparently from the writings of ~ome one
whose name you are a,hamed to mention.
You call this a judgment upon me which
postt-rity is not likely to reverse. Political
power dishonestly wielrled always has hacks
to defend its excesses hy maligning its oppo•
nents. A dozen books of that character
have been printed within the last seven
years. These productions come within the
awk\\ard description you ha,·e gh·cn of your
own ; they arc "not history or biography,
nor intended to be" ; they arc places of deposit for worn-out calumnies-mere sewers
into which the filth of the party is drained
off. J hope I am tolerably ~ecnre from the
praises of this venal tribe; and their almse
i, prima f1.-u· e,·idence of a character :"It
least negatively good. It is not worth while
for you or me to trouble ourselves about
t~sftrily, for posterity will not probably
take much account of us. No doubt you
did all in your power to subvert the free institutions of our Revolutionary father,<, and
to debauch thr political morals of the country; but the utmosl exertion of your ahilitics
has not suffi,~d to raise ,•ou abo\"e the common file of partisans who have engaged in
the same evil work. On the other hand, the
cause of liberty regulated by law has had
a crowd of ach•ocatcs so infinitely superior
to me that my feeble efforts cannot be expected to attract the notice of future gene•
rations.
\'ou make no attempt to justify your abuse
of Mr. Buchanan ; you do not repeat your
charge ai:aim t !\Ir. Touccy of scattering the
ships of the na,·y to render that arm powerless ; nor do you now pretcn<I to assert
that Mr. Thompson was guilty of robbing
the Indb.n trust funds. But you offer no
reparation, nor e\"en make an excu~e, for the
wanton and unprovoked injury which you
tried to commit upon the character of the
living and the memory of the dead. Yon
sullenly pmnit judgment to be rcnclcrcd

[FEn.

against you hy nil didt. 1 mention this
only to say, that it very seriously affects
your credibility upon the other points. 1'.1I•
nu iu 11110,fi,lsus ;,,, om11i/J1a.
You pen·crt my words and my meaning
when you say that I represented Mr.
Thompson as being above the range of
ordinary mort,zls. l merely declared th:!t
hb mental ahility, good sen~e, and cum·
mon honesty placed him very far beyond
you, who had assaile,1 him with a false
charge of felonious robbery. You do not
sec the ju,tite of this compari,on, and
you think that if I had not been a mere
lawyer, ha\'ing "little acquaintance or asso•
ciation with statesmen," I mi;;ht have enttr•
tainecl a different notion. Although I consider my calling to be a~ reputahlc as any that
you e\"er follo11cd either before or after you
took up the trade of a politician, you may
make what deduction you please on that
account from the value of my judgment ;
but you mu,t not interfere with my undouhted right to believe (as I clo most devoutly)
that it would take a great many Wilsons
to m~ke one Thompson.
It was not to be expected th:l.t Governor
Floyd would escape your maledictions. .l\ o
public man ever pro\'<Jked such a ~torm of
popular wrath as he did. The President,
who had trusted him, withdrew his confidence, dro,·e him from his counsel,, and
ordered him to be indicted for malversati,,n
in office. II is colleai:ues left him to his fate,
and there "as nob()()y in all this land 1,,
take his part. Ile had ,ome qualities whi<h
commanded the respect of folks like you as
long as he lived and moved among you.
But absent, unfriencled, defenceless, deadfallen in a Jo,t cause and buried in an ohscurc grave-he was the very man of all
others, in or out of the world, whom your
magnanimity would prompt you to attack.
Hut why die! you not charge him with mis•
conduct in the financial management of his
department? That might ha\"C provoked a
comparison between him and Cameron,
much to the disadvantage of the latter,
whom you wished to court, flatter, and
whitewash.
Therefore yon preferred Io
take up the exploded charge of sendirf.l
guns and munitions to the South for the
use of the secessionists in the war. \' our
first paper had nothing in it on this suhjed
except the hale! assertion, and I was content
with a naked denial. But in your last y,,u
come back with a more e:\'tendcd avermcnt,
and produce what you seem to suppos,; will

l
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be taken as evidence by at least some of
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istration against him, he was driven by
your readers. Let us look at it.
stress of necessity into the ranks of the
A committee was appointed by the House party which he had previously opposed.
of Representatives in January, 186r, to
The great and important fact to which
ascertain how the public arms distributed the resolution of the House directed and
during the year 186o had been disposed of. confined the attention of the committee, and
Mr. Floyd was not present at the investiga- which is made perfectly clear by the evition; he had not a friend on the committee; dence, you do not refer to at all, but keep
it was" organized to convict" him ifit could. it carefully out of sight from beginning to
It reported the evidence, but gave no judg- end of your statement. The question was
ment criminating him with the offence you and is, whether the Secretary of \Var under
accuse him of. On the contrary, the opin- the Buchanan Administration did at any
ion was expressed by the chairman that the time subsequent to the first of January,
charges were founded in "rumor, specula- 186o, treacherously dispose of guns and
tion, and misapprehension." But you take munitions for the purpose of giving to the
up the reported evidence and try to make South an advantage in the war which the
out a case which the committee did 110/ leaders in that section intended to make
make out hy carefully suppressing all the against the Federal Government. This
principal facts and misstating the others.
was the "rumor, speculation, and misapYour charge of fraudulently sending prehension " to which the chairman of the
a, ms to the South cannot be true of the
committee alluded ; this is substantially
heavy cannon made at Pittsburgh for the what the partisan newspapers and stump
forts in Louisiana and Texas, because they orators have asserted and reasserted over
were not sent at all. Floyd gave an order and over again, until thousands of persons
to ship them on the 20th of December, in every part of the country have been
186o, but it was revoked hy the President made to believe it ; this is what you meant
before a gun was started. It is, of course, by your first article, and what you persist in
possible that Floyd, in making the order, and reaffirm by your last. No,v examine
acted in bad faith; but there is no proof of the facts. There was a law almost coeval
that. On the contrary, Colonel i'ilayna- with the government for the distribution of
dier, an honest as well as a sharp man, and arms among the different States according
a most vigilant officer, who knew all the to their representation in Congress, for the
facts of the case, and understood Floyd's use of their militia. Under this law the
attitude with regard to secession and union Ordnance Bureau, without any special order
as well as anybody in !hi) whole country, froll\ the head of the dep:irtment, gave to
cheerfully set about the business of carry- each State that applied for it her proper
ing out the order, though it was not in writ- quota of muskets and rifles of the best pat·
ing, and testified that he had no suspicion tern and make provided for the regular
of any improper object or motive in it. In army. During the year 186o the number
fact and in truth, Floyd was not, in senti- of muskets so distributed was exactly
ment or in action, a secessionist until after 8,423, of wl1ich the Southern States receiver!
he saw that the breach between himself and 2,091, while the Northern States got nearly
the President, which originated in other three times that number, to wit, 6,332.
matters, was irreparable. Up to the time Some Jong-range rifles of the army calibre
when he got notice that he must resign, he were distributed. The aggregate number
was stearlily opposed to the Southern move- amounted to 1,728, and they all went to
ment, and the bitterest enemies he had Northern States except 758, about half
were the leading men of that section. Colo- enough for one regiment, which were dinel Maynadier says that "he was regarded vided between Virginia, Kentucky, Tenthroughout the country as a strong advocate nessee, North Carolina, Mississippi, and
of the Union and opponent of secession;" Louisiana, the other States of the South reand he adds as a confirmation of this, that ce1vmg none. Why did you conceal theRe
"he had recently published over his ovrn facts ? You knew them, and you could not
signature in a Richmond paper a letter on help but see their strict relevancy and great
this subject which gained him high credit in importance. Perhaps you did 1101 know
the North for his boldness in rebuking the that the mppressio 11eri is as bad as the
pern1c1ous views of many in his own mgge.rtio fa!si, and thought it fair to make
State." After he found the whole Admin· out a criminal charge against a dead rebel
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by keeping back as much of the truth as did
not suit your purpose.
The fact that the Southern States neglected to take their proper and just quotas,
which they might have got for the asking,
satisfied the committee, and no doubt fully
convinced you, that there could have been
no fraudulent combination in r86o between
them and the War Department to rob the
Government of its arms for their benefit.
That concluded the whole case, since it was
impossible for a sane man to believe that
such a plot could have been formed and
acted upon at a previous time and yet bad
no existence in the year immediately pre·
ceding the war. Nevertheless, the committee went back, and it was proved that in
I 859, before any war was apprehendedbefore the election of Lincoln was dreamed
of-before the division of the Dcm,,cracy,
which made his election possible with a
million majority against him-Floyd ordered a transfer of 115,000 muskets from
Northern to Southern arsenals. This you
parade with a great flourish as evidence of
a most wicked robbery. But here we find
you again at the disingenuous business (is
not that a soft phrase ?) of keeping back a
truth which would have spoiled the force of
your story. Thest armJ were all wt>rthless
1111d 1111.un,,'c,able.
\\'e had 500,000 of
them ; they cumbered the K orthem arsenals, and could not be used ; a law had
hcen passed to authorize the sale of them;
they were offered for years at two dollars
and fifty cents apiece, about one-tenth the
price of a good gun, and they could not be
got ofL Twice a considerable number were
sold, but the purchasers upon further ex•
amination refused to take them. Of these
500,000 condemned muskets, the Secretary
of War in 1859 ordered 115,000 to be sent
to the South, doubtless for the mere con·
venience of storage. To "weapon the
rebellion" with arms like these wm,ld have
insured its destruction the instant its forces
came into the presence of troops having the
imprO\·ed modern gun in their hands. Floyd
could not have doi,e a greater injury to the
Southern cau~e than this \vould have been.
Nor is it pos~ible to believe that South·
em leaders would have conspired with him
to purloin these useless arms in 1859, and
then, in 1l!6o, decline to take the share that
legally belonged to them of the best muskets and rifles ever invented. All these
facts appear in the evidence reported by
the committee, from which you pretend to

(FEB,

be making fair and candid citations, and
you say not a word about them.
1f you were "a mere lawyer," or any
lawyer at all, and wl)uld go before a judicial tribunal mutilating the truth after this
fashion, you would immediately be expelled
from the profession, and no judge would
ever permit you to open your mouth in a
court of justice again. If you would appear
as a witness, and in that character testify to
the contents of a written document in the
way you have set out this report to your
readers, it might be followed by very disagreeable consequences, which I will not
shock your polite ears by mentioning.
l\fr. Cobb, while Secretary of the Treasury, performed his duties with singular pu•
rity, uprightness, and ability. No enemy
has ever ventured to point out a single public act done in that department by him of
which the wisdom, the lawfulness, or the
honesty could be even doubted. The dis·
jointed and loose accusation of your first
paper implied that by some oflicial delin·
quency he had purposely disorganized the
fiscal machinery of the Government, or
otherwise perpetrated some malicious mischief on the public credit. Now, however,
you are reduced to the old and never-fail•
ing resort of "treasonable utterances" :
something that he said in private conversation had the effect of injuring the credit of
the United States. What was it? It is
well known that the prices of all securities,
public and private, began to go down immediately upon the Presidential election of
r86o, and continued going down for years
afterwards. Is this attributable to the
treasonable utterances of Thoma.s, and
Dix, and Chase ? Jfot what is the use rf
pursuing such a subject? J\fr. Cobb was
dead, ai1d you felt a sort of necessity f.,r
doing some despite upon his grave. This
feehie absurdity was all you could do.
I considered myself bound to defend llfr.
Stanton against the praise which described
his character as infamous, Do,,11 to the
time of his apostasy we were close and intimate friends, and I thought T knew him ~s
well as one man could be known to anothrr.
I do not claim that he owed me anything ;
for I made no sacrifices of myself or any•
body else to serve him. I advanced him
in his profession and thereby impro\'ecl his
fortune, but he got nothing in that way for
which he did not render equivalent scr\'ices.
I strove long, and at last successfully, t"
remove the prejudices of Mr. lluchanan and

(
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against him, because I thought them
unjust, and because it was inconvenient for
me that the President should not trust a
man in whom 1 had unlimited confidence,
I recommended him pressingly for l'ost•
master-General upon the death of Mr.
Brown, solely for the reason that the exigencies of the public service in that department required a man of his great ability and
industry. I caused him to be appointed
Attorney-General, because I knew (or
thought I knew) that he and I were in perfect accord on all questions, whether of law
or policy, which he might have to deal
with, and because I was sure that he would
handle them n9t only with fidelity but with
consummate skill. But though he was not
in my debt, the apparent wan:i.th of his na·
ture impelled him to express his gratitude
in most exaggerated language. After he
took office under the Lincoln Administration our paths diverged so widely that I did
not often sec him. When I did, he sometimes overwhelmed me, as before, with
hyperbolical demonstrations of thankfulness
and friendship. If his feelings ever changed,
he "died and made no sign " that was visible to me.
Herc let me record my solemn declara•
tion, that I never saw anything dishonorable in his conduct while I was associated
with him. Ile never <lisappointed me
while he was employe<l under me, or while
we were colleague., in office ; and he nev<'r
failed me in anything which I had a right to
expect at his hands. His enemies spoke
evil oi him, but that is " the rough brake
that virtue must go through," and I allow•
ed no tale-bearer to shake my faith. My
own personal knowledge does not enable
me to accuse him of any mean or disgraceful act. How far you have succeeded, or
may hereafter he able to succeed, in proving him a treacherous hypocrite, is a question to be consiclerecl. But I am not one of
your witnesses ; my testimony, as far as it
goes, is directly against you.
Under these circumstances it was impos·
sible for me to be quite silent when I saw
your publication in the "Atlantic," or to
confine myself to a mere vindication of the
other parties assaulted. It was plain to me
that you had "wholly misunderstood the
character of Mr. Stanton and grossly injured him by what you supposed to be a
panegyric." Your description of him, if
accepted as true, would compel the belief
that his whole political life was one long
Olt(:>l
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imposture; that as a trusted member of the
Buchanan Administration, he acted alter·
nately the incompatible parts of a spy and a
bully ; that while he was the chief law officer of the Government, he was engaged in
the foulest conspiracy that ever was hatched against the life, liberty, and honor of a
colleague for whom he was at that very
time professing unbounded friendship; that
he was the fwot~,;i and crony of Simon Cameron, and appointed Secretary of \Var to
carry out his policy; that being so appointed, he did loyally and feloniously embezzle
public money to the amount of Lwo hundred
and fifty thousand dollars at one time. It
is true that you were actuated by no malicious inte11t. You meant to do him honor.
According to your moral apprehensions, all
the evil you ascribed to him was goocL
\\'hen you wove for him this disgusting
" wreath of ulcers gone to seed," you
thought you were decorating his coffin ,-.ith
a chaplet of the choicest flowers. You
painted a monster of depravity, and you expected the American people to worship it
with all the fervor of savages when they fall
down to adore the image of some hideous
demon. No doubt the votive offering of
your affection took this anomalous form because you believed that duplicity and crime
employed against Democrats would give
him the highest claim he could have on the
admiration of the Abolitionists, and because
it did greatly increase your own esteem and
regard for him. But my interest in his
reputation required that he should be properly appreciated by that hount portion of
the people wh() still adhere to the moral
creed of their fathers.
I do not assert that your last paper
proves nothing. I will give you the full
benefit of e,•ery fact you have established.
So far as you have shown Mr. ~tanton to
he guilty of the baseness you impute to
him, I will make no contest al,out it. 1lnt
I will not yield one inch to any allegation
of yours unsupported by e\'idence. I will
try to save out of your hands as much of
his character as you have not already destroyed by credible e\'idence. My effort
was to take him down from the pillory to
which you had nailed l1im by the cars ae
"a fix'd figure for scorn to point its finget
at." You have done your stron,7~t to oppose my rescue of him, and any partial
success which may have rewarded your
struggle must be a !,'Teat comfort of which
I cannot justly deprive you. We will ex-
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amine your evidence and see upon what
points you have made out your case, and
wherein you have come short of your aim.
I. You asserted that Mr. Stanton had
been from his earliest youth an abolitionist
in his secret heart ; that to leading men of
that party he declared himself in entire
agreement with them, and hoped for the
time to come when he could aid them. In
other words, he gave in his perfect adhesion to them, concurred in their views of
public morality, and was willing to promote
their designs against the Federal and State
governments whenever he could make himself most efficient to that end. At the
same time he was in the Democratic party
by virtue of his declared faith in exactly
the opposite sentiments. To us he made
himself appear a Democrat of the most
ultra class. I do not say that he was an
active propagandist ; but all Democrats
with whom he spoke were impressed by
the seeming strength of his attachment to
those great principles by the application of
which they h'lped to save the Union from
dissolution, the country from civil war, and
the liberties of the people from the destruction with which your ascendancy threatened
them. We t,Jok him on his word, believed
him thoroughly, and gave him honor, office,
and high trusts. Now a man may be an
honest Democrat <>r a sinere Abolitionist,
but he cannot honestly and sincerely be both
at the same time. Between those two parties
the hostility was deadly. Each recognized
the other as a mortal foe. They were as
far asunder as the poles on every point of
principle and policy. They differed not
merely about mies for the interpretati0n of
the organic law, hut opposed each other on
the broad question whether that law was
entitled to any obedience at all. One of
them respected and reverenced the Constitution as the best government the world
ever saw, while the other denounced it as an
agreement with death and a covenant with
hell, which it was meritorious even for its
sworn officers to violate. If we loved nny
portion of it more than another, it was that
part which guarded the fndividual rights of
the people by habeas corpus, jury trial, and
other great judicial institutions, which our
ancestors on both sides of the Atlantic had
she<l so much of their blood to establish;
and it was precisely those provisions which
had your bitterest enmity, and which you
made the first use of your power to abolish, trample down, and destroy. Mr.

[Fen.

Stanton could not have been trnly on more
than one side of such a c.;,ntroversy; he
could not serve God and 11.fommon both;
he could n<>t he for the Constitution and
against it too; he could not at once believe
and disbelieve in the sanctity of an oath to
support it. Ile professed most fervently to
be heart and soul with us. If he also pro·
fessed to he with you, he was a wretched
hypocrite. If he kept up this fraudulent
deceit for thirty years, and the1·cby ~ot the
highest places in the gift of both parties, he
was "the most marvellous impostor that
ever lived or died."
When your first article appeared, I did
not hclieve that you had any ground for
this shocking imputation upon his charac·
ter. 1 w.u; compelled to disbelieve and
contradict it, for reasons which were then
given and need not now be repeated. But
I said the testimony of the Chief Justice
would silence my denial. The Chief Justice has spoken out and sustained your assertion. You do prove by him a dcclara•
tion from the lips of Mr. Stanton, made
nearly thirty years ago, from which the in·
ference is a fair one that he was in the
Democratic party with intent " to betray
the Constitution and its friends into the
crnel clutches of their enemies" whenever
he could find an opportunity,
Rut you are not Slltisfied with this. To
make the brand ineffaceable, you show that
several years after his declaration to Mr.
Chase, he, being an avowed advocate and
champion of Democratic principlc:s, was
either appointed by his political brethren,
or else volunteered, to answer an abolition
lecture delivered at Steubenville by a man
named \Veld. Ile disappointed all parties, including the lecturer himself, by declining to come forward, though very pointeclly called for. Ile made no excuse at the
time for deserting the cause he had undertaken, but afterwards he slipped round se·
cretly and alone to the private room of the
lecturer and gave himself in as a convert.
"l meant," said he, "to fight you, hut my
guns are spiked, and I came to say that I
now see with you," etc., etc. It never
struck llfr. \Veld that there was anything
sneaking or shabby about this transaction.
With the obliquity of vision peculiar to his
political sect, he saw nothing but "hearty
Cran knesg, independence, moral ingight, and
keen mental force" in the conduct of a
man who privately denounced the opinions
and principles which he publicly supported ;

I
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and twenty-five years afterwards Mr. \Veld
piously thanks God on paper for such an
artful dodger to serve as a leader of his
party.
The next plar.e you find him after the
Steubenville affair is in the van of the Ohio
Democracy. They, too, believed in the
'h~arty frankness and independence" of
the declarations he made to them. They
showed their faith by their works ; the Legislature, by a strict party vote, elected him
Law Reporter, an office which he sought
eagerly, and received with many thanks.
In all the conflicts of the Buchanan Administration with the abolitionists and their
allies, he was an open-mouthed opponent of
the latter. He was always sound on the
Kansas question, and faithful among the
faithless on the Lecompton Constitution.
So far as we, his Democratic associates, were
permitted to know him, 110 man detested
more than he did the knavish trick of the
abolitionists in preventing a vote on slavery
by which it would have been expelled from
Kansas and the whole trouble settle<l in the
way they pretended to wish. He was out
and out for Breckinridge in 186o, and regarded the salvation of the country as hanging on the forlorn hope of his election, To
Mr. Buchanan himself, an<l to the members
of his Cabinet, he paid the most assiduous
court, was always ready for an occasion to
serve them, and showed his devotion in
ways which sometimes went rather too close
to the verge of obsoq uiousness.
While we were looking at this side of his
character, and supposing ii had no other, he
was, according to your understanding of his
hist0ry, in "entire agreement" with the
deadly enemies of every principle we believed in.
The mere fact that he pai<l visits to Dr.
Bailey is nothing. It is nothing that he
there met abolition people. All that might
happen, and his fidelity to the Constitution
would moult no feather. But you mention
it as a remarkable circumstance, and it is
remarkable, hecanse abolitionists exclusively
were in the habit of assembling there to talk
over their plans, to concoct their slanders
against the Administration, and to lay their
plots for the overthrow of the G1Jvernment
and laws. It was a place where men congregated for political, not merely for social purposes, and l\Tr. Stanton knew he woukl be de
lrop unless he was one of them. He accordingly made himself not only acceptable, but
interesting, by telling them that he was of

Quaker blood, and got his abolitionism by
inheritance; his grandfather liberated his
slaves-he did-and purged the family of
that sin ; and Benjamin Lundy took him on
his knee when he was a little boy and taught
him the political doctrine which he had
never forgotten, but which he had opposed
by every open act of his life. He was probably fresh from one of these symposia when
he went into court in the Sick lcs case, and
loudly bragged that he was the so11 ofslaveholding parents; his father was a North
Carolinian and his mother a Virginian. You
may see that part of his speech on page S1
of the printed trial. It is hard to run with
the hare and hunt with the hounds, but
Stanton seems to have mastered the difficulty.
Mr. Sumner's testimony to the early and
thorough-going abolitionism of l\lr. Stanton
is entitled to great weight, because it is
coupled with an act which attests its entire
sincerity. It is a part of his certificate that
when Mr. Stanton's nomination as Secretary of War was sent to the Senate, he
(Sumner) immediately rose to urge the
confirmation, stated his acquaintance with
the nominee, and said emphatically, "Within my knowledge, he is one of us." Mr.
Sumner certainly would not have made
such a declaration at such a lime and for
such a purpose unless he had the clearest
conviction, based upon personal knowledge,
that l\fr. Stanton was an abolitionist of the
most virulent type, prepared to tread the
Constitution and the statute-book under his
feet, and ready to go all lengths for the subversion of liberty and justire.
There is another fact corrohorating your
view, which you have not mentioned, hut of
which you are fairly entitled to the benefit.
When Mr. Stanton went into the War Department, he immediately began to act with
reckless disregard of his sworn duty. He
surrounded himself with the most loathsome
miscreants, and used them for the foulest
purposes. Law, justice, and humanity were
utterly outraged. Those who knew him
as I did, and had heard him curse the perpetrators of such crimes only a month or
two before, exercised the charity which believeth all things, and concluclccl that he was
moved by some headlong impulse which had
suddenly revolutionized all his thc,ughts,
feelings, and principles of action. Rut your
proofs show that in the kindness of our construction we die! not give heed enough to
the maxim, Nemo refmfe fuit turpissim11s,
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Such a depth could not be reached hy a
single plunge. The integrity of his moral
nature must have previously undergone that
gradual process of decomposition which
could result only from long and sympathetic
association with the enemies of the Constitution.
On the ,, hole, it must be admitted that
you have made out this part of your case.
With Democrats he was a Democ,at, enjoying their confidence and taking their favors,
while he caused it to be well understood
among "men of your school in morals and
politics" that his devotion to the Democracy was entirely simulated. Ir is now also
clear beyond doubt, that to Southern men
he avowed himself a full-blooded secessionist. The testit~ony of Governor Brown to
that effect is as good as any that you have
produced to prove him an abolitionist, and
you have made the fact so probable in itself
that very slight proof would be sufficient to
establish it.
Is not my conclusion a fair one from the
premises, that this is the most "marvellous" imposture upon record I Docs the
history of the world hold on all its pages of
wonders another case in which a man has
raised himself to the highest public employ•
ments under two different parties of diametrically opposite and hostile principles, by
making simultaneous professions of fidelity
to both of them I Do not mention Sunderland, for his hypocrisy gained him nothing;
nor Talleyrand, for he was merely a trimmer ; nor Benedict Arnold, for he acted his
double part only during a few months, and
closed it with ignominious failure. To find
a parallel, you must go to another scene of
action, and a far lower line of life. Jonathan
Wild for twenty years imposed himself on
the London police as an honest man and a
most zealous friend of justice, pretended to
assist the officers in their business, and
shared richly in their rewards ; bnt during
all that time he was the adviser, the "guide,
philosopher, and friend" of the principal
thieves in the city, and to them he constantly
betrayed the measures taken by the public
authorities for the preservation of order and
law.
IT.-We are directly at issue upon the
question whether or not Mr. Stanton advised President Buchanan, before his ap•
pointment as Attorney-General, that war
might be legally made against the States,
and the people thereof, in which ordinances
of secession had been passed, by way of
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coercing them to remain in the Union. You
say he was sent for by the President, and
gave him that advice, accompanied by an
argument in writing, which was so convincing that it was inserted in the first draft of
the message, but afterwards stricken out.
No such paper being in existence, and Mr.
Buchanan as well as Mr. Stanton being
dead, your allegation is easily made; if it
be true, it is hard to prove, and though
false, it is harder still to disprove. The
eYidence you produce is Mr. Dawes's state•
mcnt that 1\lr. St11nton told him so. I say
nothing about the danger of relying on the
accuracy of a conversation reproduced from
mere recollection, after so long a time; but
I answer that it is not tnie, for the following
reasons:

1. Mr. Buchanan made it a rule never to
seek advice from outsiders on legal questions. \¥hen he was in doubt, he took the
opinions of those who were officially responsible for their correctness. He had no
kitchen cabinet.
2. If he had made this an exceptional
case, and taken Mr. Stanton into his coun•
sels by the back stairs, and if Mr. Stanton
had furnished him with a paper which produced conviction on his mind that all his
constitutional advisers were wrong, he would
most certainly have shown it to them, or
told them of it.
3. Mr. Stanton was a lawyer of undoubted
ability, and the absurd opinion which you
attribute to him could not have found a
lodgment in his mind, even for one moment.
4. If he had really entertained such a no•
tion, and desired in good faith to imprc,s it
upon the Administration, he would not (I
think he could not) have conceakd it from
me. It would have been contrary to the
whole tenor of his behavior in those days,
and what is more, very much against his
own interests.
5. He did express views exactly the opposite of those which you say he urged upon
the President. He endorsed the opinion
which I gave on the 20th of November,
186o, in extravagant terms of approbation,
adhered steadily to the doctrines of the
annual message, and when required officially
to pronounce upon the special message of
January, 1861, he gave his concurrence
heartily, strongly, and unequivocally. In
all the discussions upon the subject, he did
not once intimate that there was, or ever
had been, the slightest difference between
him and the other members of the Adminis-
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tration. Do you mean to say that this was
mere sham? \Vas he so utterly devoid of
all sincerity, honor, anti truth, that he gave
the whole weight of his influence and power
to the support of a doctrine which he be·
lieved to be not only false but pernicious?
If he was such a knave as that, then tell me
what reliance can be placed on any statement he may have made to Mr. Dawes.
III.-Did he betray the Buchanan Administration while he was a member of it 1 \Vas
he false to the principles that he pretended
to believe in? \\'as he treacherously engaged with you in trying to defeat the measures he was trusted to support? Did he
,ud and strengthen and assist you in your
etforts to blacken the reputation of his associates and friends ? Before these q ucstions
are answered, let us look for a moment at
the situalion we were in.

i\fr. Buchanan was compassed round on
all sides with more difficulties and dangers
than any other public man in this country
ever encountered. The party which elected
him was utterly routed; its force wasted by
division, its heart broken by defeat. Every
Northern State was in the hands of enemies,
flushed with the insolence of newly-acquired
power; and after his official condemnation
of secession, the South fell away from his
side in a body. \Vith bitter, remorseless,
unrelenting foes in front, and flank, and
rear, he was literally unsupported by any
political organization capable of making
itself felt. But he was " shielded, and
helmed, and weaponed with the truth," and
he went right onward in the path made
sacred by the footsteps of his great predecessors. Ile declared the secession ordi,
nances mere nnllities; the Union was not
for a day, but for all time; a State could not
interpose itself between the Federal Govern•
ment and individual citir.ens who violated
Federal laws ; the coercive power did not
apply to a State, and could not be used for
purposes of indiscriminate carnage in which
the innocent and the guilty would be mingled
together ; but the laws mnst be executed,
and the just rights of the Federal Government maintained in every part of the country against all opposers. The whole theory
of the Constitntion, as expounded by the
men that made it, and all their successors
down to that time, ju~tice, humanity, patriotism, honor, and conscience, required
him to announce and maintain these principles. They were not only true, but were
either expressly or impliedly admitted to be

true by all except the open and avowed
enemies of the Union. The secessioni,ts,
of course, had trained themselves to a different way of thinking, and they irnmediately
assumed an attitude of pronounced hostility to the Administration. The foremost
c,f the abolition orators and the leading
newspaper organ of the so-called Republican party took the high ground that the
Southern States had a right to break up the
Union if they pleased, and could not justly
be opposed. But, though they "drew mu~h
people after them," and gave great encouragement to the insurrectionary movement,
no man who was at once honest, mtelligcnt,
and true to the country, failed to see the
wisdom of the President's views. The President elect endorsed them fully on his wdy to
the capital, as he did afterwards by his offi•
cial action. From all quarters addresses
and petitions came up, which showed the
popular appreciation ofh1cm. E,·cn the
Massachusetts Legislat(~ without one dissenting voice in its more numerous branch,
and by an overwhelming majority in the
other House passed a solemn resolution ap•
proving them in the strongest language, and
offering to aid in carrying them out. But
everythin~ depended on Congr~ss ; and
what did Congress clo ? Both 1!ouscs were
completely in the hands of shallow partisans, who were either too stupid to understand their duty, or too dishonest to perform
it. The men of most ability and integrity
whom Republican constituents had sent
there--such men, for instance, as Charles
Francis Adams-were heard but not heeded.
The President, thoroughiy informed on tho
whole subject, communicated all the facts
in a special message, told C,mgrc·ss that tho
powers confidrd to him wero wholly inadequate to the occasion, demonstrated the absolute necessity of further legislation, and
implored them not to postpone it, for the
clanger, imminent then, was increasing with
every moment of delay. To all this they
were as <leaf as adders. They could be
reached by no appeal to their hearts or consciences. They neither adopted the e.xecutive recommendation, nor gave a reason for
refusing. If any mea~ure having the least
tendency either to restore peace or prepare
for war got so far as to be proposed, it was
uniformly referred to a committee, where it
was sure to be quietly strangled. The
issues of life and death to the nation hun~
upon their action, and they would not lift a
finger to save it. No legislative body, since
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the beginning of the world, ever bch:wcd in
a greilt crisis with sach scandalou~ disregard
of it~ duty.
But it there were no statesmen among
the managers of that Congress, thcrl· were
plenty of demagogue•; if they we, c i!l'lifferent to the fate of the nation, they were
intcn,ely alive to th<: interests ol their
faction : if the regular committees ~lept
supi1wl)' on the great public question, submitted to them, the secret committee,
sp:mned hy a caucus, went prowling about
with acti,·it1• as incessant as it was stealthy
and malign;nt. You could not i:ains:,y the
views which the Administration took of
their llwn duty or yours, nor deny the wisdrim of the recommendations they made;
but you could, and did, answer them with a
storm of )X'rs·,nal detr;iction. The air was
filled with falseho0<l ; the atmosphere was
saturated with slander; the voice of truth
was drowned in "the loud roar of foaming
calumny." This crusade was conducted
with so mu~h vigor and ~ucce::-.."', that some
member, of the Administration were pursued
intu pri,·ate life by the rage of the partisan
mob, and thousands of the worthiest men in
the land were actually imprisoned and persecute,! almost to death, for nothing worse
than c,~pressing a frienrlly opinion of them.
The messages of the President \I ill stand
forever a monument to the wisdom, foresight, and honest patriotism of the executive
Administration, while history will prodaim
through all time the dishonor of that Congre-s which could an•mer ~uch appeab with
nothing hut vituperation and insult.
It was at snch a juncture that Mr. Stanton
was appointed to take a high and most confidential place in the Administration. His
langna:;e glowed with gratitude, his words
spoke all the fervor of personal devotion to
his chief and his colk.,gues ; he gave his
tho, ough approval to the measures which
they thought necessary to preserve the unity
of the nation in the bonds of peace. Yet
yon inform us that he dirl immediately put
himself in communication \\~th the opposition; sought out you and others whom he
had never known bdiirc, and snu~ht you
solelv because vou were enemies of the ,\dmini~rration ; ~ffored himself a,~ your spy,
:mrl did act for yon in I he capacitr ot a false
delatnr; went skulking about at midnight
to aid you in defeating the measurt•s which
with us he pretended to support ; forgathered with your secret r.ommittet-, and
gave you assistance in carrying on ) 0111 p~r-
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sonal warfare against his benefactors ; nay,
worse than all that, he helped )'OU to trump
up ,I charge oi treason again,t one ut his
collc~gues-a charge "hich he knew to be
false-a charge for which, if it had been
true, that trusting friend might lawfnlly, and
woultl deservedly, have been hangctl by the
neck unul he was dead. Oh ! it wa, too
foul ; it was base beyond the lowc,t reach
of comparison. If your story be unfounded
-if Stanton after all was a true anti honorabl.i man-how will you answer in the
judgment day for this horrible outrai;e on
hi,, memory and on the feelings or his friends?
H thou dost slandtr ;,;,,, and torture us,
Never pray more ; ahandon all n:mor~c;

On horror's head h,>nors accumul,tt~ ;

J,'or nothing canal thou to damnaliul\ add
Deeper tban d•••·

llut let justice be done thou~h the heavens ~hould fall. Some at least of your
;,t;1tements arc true, unless Mr. D.,wes, Mr.
Howard, Mr. Seward, and l\1r. Sumner
have volunteered to help you by sacrificing
the character of·• the great Secret,,ry."
I will not "a,te time upon the details
which your witnesses have given of his
treachery. It appears to have been a freewill offering of his own, iuduccd by no
solicitation of yours, but tendered by himself tx mtro mo/11. The momelll he was
induckcl into office he looked about to
.u.certain who were the bitterest and most
malignant enemie~ of the men to whom
he owed all his public impo1tance and
mu..:h of his pri.-ate prosperity. I le found
them <)'tickly, ancl though they were entire
MrJngers to him, he put him,df imme•
diatcly into secret communication with
them, took service under them as their
regular spy, and e~crciscd himself dili;:ently
in that base vocation, making r<:)lorts to
them daily, anti sometimes twice a clay,
unlil the close of his official term, when his
occupation necessarily ceased. This mean
employment mu$t have taken up most of
the time which shonld have been derntcd to
th•· duties of an office on which the public
busi11css, always heavy, was then pressing
with unusual weight.
11 c did not communicate any knowledge
which was nece,,:1ry to guide you in the dischari,:c of your du tie,,, for every fact of that
ki11,l was as ac~cssihle to you as to hill] ;
the Administration kept nothing back;
the President volunteered to i:irc all he
knew concerning the state of the lJ nion ;
no dcputment was clo,ecl a~ain,t y >ur invc:-.tig:uiuns ; every caJJ for infonn:ttiun was
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promptly and fully answered. If that had
not beell enough, every member of the
Cabinet would have been pertectly free to
speak with any member of Cong:ress, or to
go in per,on before any committee. Mr.
::ieward did confer with me full)• at the
State Department in open daylight, without
any dodging about it ; and he was al ways
welco111e, as he is now, to tell everything
that pa,:;_sed, for he udther asked nor could
have asked any question, if the country had
au interest in it, which I was not willing to
answer. With all the channels of truthful
information thus open and unobstructed, you
preferred to get what you wanted from a
spy. Mr. Howard has the cheek to proclaim that during the "la/Jors" of his committee, instead of acting upon honest and
legitimate evidence, he sent inquiries to this
secret informer, who answered by giving information of "great i111porta11cc," but his
communications " were always illdirecl and
auo11ymou.s I,,
If there he one sentence in your whole article which is marked more than another
with your characteristic hardihood of assertion, it is that in which you try to mal.:e a
merit of Stanton's treachery. it is curious•
ly reckless, and for that reason worth giving in your very words. "These facts," say
you, "were stated to illustrate Mr. Stanton's exalted patriotism, which 1wompted
him to rise abwt the claims and clamors
of lldrtisansbip, and to invoke the aid of
loyal men beyond the lines of his own party,
and outside of the Administration of which
he was a member to serve his imperilled
country, menacct1 with a foul and wicked
revolt." Why, this is preci~cly what the
President and all the honest members of his
Cabinet were doing openly and above board.
They had no legal power which could avail
to serve the "imperilled country" without
the cooperation of Congress, which was
wholly ruled by the opposition. They invoked "the aid of Joyal men beyond the
lines or their own party and outside of the
Administration," because it was from thence
only that aid could come. But with you
and your associates the "claims and clamors
of partisanship" were so much higher than
considerations of public duty, that you not
only refused all aid to the country, but you
insulted and abused and vilified the President and his friends for 2sking it. Was
Stanton, like the other members pf the Administration, invoking aid for the imperilled
country? Did he skulk about in secret to

effect in that way what his brethren were
trying to accomplish by an open appeal to
the reason and conscience of their political
opponents? If so, how did he succeed 1
Did his secret, anonymous, and indirect
communications ever produce the slightest
symptom of patriotic emotion in the minds
of those who recei1•ed them? What did
you, or Mr. Sumner, or Mr. Dawes, or Mr.
Howard, or Mr. Seward, do to avert the
great calamity of civil war? \\That measures did ~ny of you bring forward to serve
the country 1 In that hour of peril what
man al\long you acted like a man ? \Vhich
of you "rose to the height of that great argument," or showed himself fit in mind or
heart to meet the responsibilities of the
time? The Union was indeed "menacecl
with a foul and wicked revolt," and all you
did was to "let the Union slide." The
public danger excited no anxiety in your
minds; public affairs received no attention
at your hands ; but you were all the while
mousing about after some personal calumny
by which you hoped to stir up the popular
passions against the true friends of the
country; and Stanton, unless yon slander
him, made love to the infamous busiuess of
helping you.
You have given us but small samples
of the "indirect and anonymous communications" which Stanton made to you and
your associates. The bulk of them must
be enormous. He was engaged for two or
three months fabricating at least one tale
every day for Mr. Seward, and another co»sisting of" the most startling facts " to suit
the needs of Mr. Howard, while you and
Mr. Dawes were gratified in a similar way
at the same time. Are these "startling
facts" held back for ,ome other funeral occasion? Take notice yourself, and tell
your friends, that while their stories are hid
away from the light, the presumption that
they are not only false but kr,own to be
false is growing stronger and stronger every
day. You bad better open your budgets at
once.
There is a point or two here on which I
would like to draw you out. Mr, Seward
says that he aa1d Mr. Stanton discussed and
settled measures. The topic which absorbed the attention of all minds at that
time was Fort Sumter. Compared to that,
all others were insigniticant; and of course
the measures relating to it were not overlooked
It is known from the published
statements of Mr. Welles, Judge Campbell,
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and others, that Mr. Seward was deeply en•
gaged in a plot to surrender that fort, which
plot he afterwards brought to a head, and
by sundry tricks very nearly made it successful. Stanton prefessed to agree with us
that the fort ought to be kept; but you
have shown that his professions in the
Cabinet were not very reliable, and Governor Brown has proved that he could be a
secessionist as well as anything else, if occasion required it. Now, what did they
settle upon about Fort Sumter I They
were engaged in something which both
knew to be disreputable if not criminal ;
their secrecy, their employment ofa medium,
their quick dodge when they met on the
street, the mortnl terror of detection which
they manifested throughout, all show plainly enough that they had no honest object.
Tell us if they were contriving a plan to
put the strongest military fortress of the
Government into the hands of its enemies.
The midnight meeting between Messrs.
Sumner and Stanton is in all its aspects the
most astounding of historical revelations.
If you recall J\lr. Sumner to the stand, it is
hoped that he will see the necessity of being
much more explicit than he has yet been.
From what ht: has said it appears that Stanton "described to him the determinatio11 of
the Southern leaders, and developed particularly their plan to get possession of the na•
tional capital and the national archives, so
that they might substitute themselves for tne
existing Government." This is so extremely
interesting that it would be a sin against the
public not to examine it further.
-Early in the winter somebody started the
sensational rumor that on or before the 4th
of March a riot would be got up in \Vashington, which might seriously endanger the
p~ace of the city. It was discussed and
talked about, and blow11 upon in various
ways, but no tangible evidence of its reality
could ever be found. The President referred to it in a message to Congress, and
qaid that he did not share in such apprchen,ions ; but he pledged himself in any event
to preserve the peace. When the midnight
meeting took place, the rumor had lived its
life out-had paid its breath to time, and the
mortal custom of such things at Washington; it was a dead canard which had ceased
to alarm even women or children. This
certainly was not the subject of the communication macle that night at one o'clock.
Sranton did not surround himself with all
the adjuncts of secrecy, darkness, and terror,
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to tell an old story which had been in everybody's mouth for weeks before, of an impossible street riot by the populace of Wa~b.ington. \Vhat he imparted was a secret not
only new, but deep and dangerous, fit for
the occasion, and worthy to be whispered
confidentially at midnight. He disclosed a
"plan of the Southern leaders to get possession of the cap,'ta/ and the archh•es, and to
substitut~ themselves for the existi11,1; G1711en,meut." lt was a coup d 'itat of the first
magnitude-a most stupendous treason.
This plan Mr. Stanton "developed particularly," that is to say, gave all the details at
length. l\'lr. Sumner manifestly believed
what he heard; he received the revelation
into his heart with perfect faith ; and he did
not underestimate the public danger; but
he did nothing to defeat the treason, or even
to expose it. II e was thoroughly and minutely informed of a plan prepared by Southern leaders to revolutionize the Government,
and he kept their counsel as faithfully as if
he had been one of themselves. He took
Stanton's frightful communication as quietly
as he took the President's message. Nothing could stir his sluggish loyalty to any act
which might tend to save his "imperilled
country."
.Mr. Sumner says that when Mr. Stanton
made these statements to him, he was struck
"by the k11<tW/edge he showed of ltostile
movmu,1ts." That is precisely what strikes
me also with wonder and amazement. Where
in the world did he learn "the determination of the Southem leaders"? Where did
he get an account of the intended coup d 'elat,
so detailed that he w;•s a hie to develop it
particularly ? This knowledge becomes astounding when we recollect that, so far as
now appears, nobody else outside of the
"Southern leaders" had the least inkling
of it. Is it possible that bis connection
wilh the secessionists, and his professed
devotion to their cause, went so far that
they took him into their confidence, and
told him what "hostile rnovements" they
intended to n,ake on the Government? How
did he get these secrets if not from lhem ?
Or must we be driven at last to the conch,.
r.ion that the whole thing was a mere i111·e11tion, imposed on Mr. Sumner to delude
him?
But Mr. Sumner owes it to the truth to
make a fuller statement Let us have the
partim/ars which Mr. Stanton ,fn,ef1>ied to
him. We have a right to know not vniy
who were the Southern traitors engaged 1n
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this plan, but who were confederated with
them in Washington. I suppose Mr. Sumner, as well as 1\lr. Stanton, had "instinctive
insight into men and things" enough to
know that no govern::ient was ever substituted for another by a sudden movement,
without some cooperation or connirnncc of
officers in possession. 'Who among Stanton's colleagues did he say were engaged :n
this affair ? Diel he charge the President
with any concern in it? If he declared all
or any of them to be innocent, does not Mr.
Sumner see the injustice of keeping back the
truth Y Did Stanton tell him that he had
=ommunicated the facts to the President and
Cabinet ? l f no, did he give a reason for withholding them? And what was the reason?
\V,tS the guilty secret confined to his own
breast, or did any other member of the Administration share his knowledge of it ? If
yes, who? Mr. Sumner has struck so rich
a vein of historical fact (or fiction), that he
is bound to give it some further exploitation.
The following passage in Mr. Sumner's
letter to you excites the liveliest desire for
more information. After describing his
visit to the Attorney-General's office, and
Mr. Stanton's reception of him, he goes on
thus: "He began an earnest conversation,
saying he must see me alone-that this was
impossible at his office-that he was watched
by the traitors of the South-that my visit
would be made known to them at once;
and he concluded by proposing to call on
me at my lodgings at one o'clock that
night," etc., etc. \Vhy was Mr. Stanton
afraid of the Southern traitors ? Why did
they set a special watch over him? No
other member of the Administration was tormented with a fear like that. All of Mr.
Stanton's colleagues felt at perfect liberty to
speak out tlleir opposition to the hostile
movements of the South, and they all did it
without concealment or hesitation. But
Stanton was put by the Southern traiturs
under a sur11~i!!a1Zce so strict, that he could
not speak with a Senator except at midnight, by stealth and in secrecy. At hi;
own office it was impossible to r.ee such
visitors ; the Southern eye was al ways on
him. How did those traitors of the South
manage to control him as they controlled
nobody else? By what means did they
" cow his better part of man," and master
all his movements ? What did they do, or
threaten to do, which made him their slave
to snch a fearful extent? llis relations with
them must have been very peculiar. The

suspicion is not easily resisted that he had his
nocturnal meetings with Southern men also,
and that he feared simply the discovery of
his double dealing. This is what we must
believe if we suppose that he really was
shaken by those unmanly tenors. But I
confess my theory to be that he did not feel
them, and that he made a pretence of them
only that he might fool Mr. Sumner to the
top of his bent. What docs l\f r. Sumner
himself think? Was he or was he not the
victim of a cruel humbug?
IV.-Did Mr. Stanton conspire with the
political enemies of the Administration to
arrest Mr. Toucey on a false charge of
treason ? That such a conspiracy existed
seems to be a fact established. \V hat you
say about it shows that you knew and approved it. Mr. Dawes and !llr. Iloward
were in it, and no doubt many others who
have not confessed it themselves, or been
named by you. But Mr. Stanton was not
with yo11. The evidence of his complicity
which you produce is altogether too indefinite, indirect, and obscure to convict him
of so damning a crime. The enormous
atrocity of the offence makes it impossible
to believe in his guilt without the clearest
and most indubitable proof.
Stanton and Touccy were at that time
acting together in perfect harmony, closely
united in support of the same general measures and principles. Toncey, at all events,
was sincere ; and Stanton knew him to be
a just, upright, and honorable man, whose
fidelity to the Union, the Constit11tion, and
the laws was as firm as the foundation of
the everlasting hills. To Toucey himself,
and to his friends, he never expressed any
sentiment but esteem and respect, and he
declared his confidence in him even to Mr.
Seward, who was his enemy, as you yourself have taken the pains to prove. Was
the destruction of this man one of the purposes for which the first law officer of the
Government sneaked about among your
secret committees, met the plotters in their
midnight lurking-places, employed a gobetween to fetch and carry his clandestine
messages, and, like a treacherous informer,
wrote accus,llions which he trusted even to
the hands of his confederates only while
they were read in the light of a street lamp?
There were two distinct and separate ways
in which the conspirators could effect their
designs upon the man whom they had
marked out for their victim. One was to
take him in custody under a legal warrant,
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regularly issued by a competent judicial officer. But to get such a warrant it was absolutely necessary that somebody should
perjure himself, by swearing that Touccy
lzad lroied war aglli11st the United St,ztes.
\Vas Stanton to make this false oath, in addition to the other proofs which he gave of
his loyalty? Or was it expected that Peter
H. \Vatson. who carried the charges, would
swear to them also ? If you did not rely on
Stanton or \Vatson, was it you, or Mr.
Dawes, or Mr. Howard-which of youthat meant to do the needrul thing? Or
was it intended that all three of you should
entwine your consciences in the tender embrace of a joint affidavit? Or had you
looked out for some common " man of Belia!," who was ready to be suborned for the
occasion? No, no; yon may have been
eager to feed fat the ancient grudge you
bore against Touccy for being a Democrat
and a " Union-saver "; but none of you
would hare su1orn that he was guilty of any
criminal offence. Nor could Stanton or
\Vatson have been persuaded to encounter
such peril of soul and body. Nor could you
if you had tried your best have found any
other person to make the accusation in the
form of a legal oath. The price of perjury
was not then high enough in the Washingtou market to draw out from their hidingplaces that swarm of godless wretches who
afterward swore away the lives of men and
women with such fearful alacrity.
From all this ,t is very clear that there
was to be no swearing in the case, consequently 110 judicial warrant, and no lawful
arrest. But Toucey was to be arrested.
How? Of course in the only other way it
could possibly be done. The conspirators
intended to kidnap him. Mr. Dawes says
that from the hour when the paper directing
the arrest was read under the street lamp,
and "went back to its hiding-place," the
Secretary was watched. The members of
the committee, or the hirelings they employed, dogged his footsteps, and were
ready to spring upo11 him whenever they
got the signal. They could rush out as he
passed the mouth of a dark alley, knock
him down with their bludgeons, and drag
him off. Or the lawless and "patriotic"
gang might bur.£l:lariously break into his
house in the night time, aud, impelled, as
you would say, by "high and holy motives,"
take him by the throat and carry him
away. After proceeding thus far, it would
be necessary to dispose of him in some pri-

1/tlte dungeon

[FEB..

(for you knew that foe public
prisons and forts could not then be prostituted to such base uses), where no friend
could find him, and wbence no complaint
of his could reach the open air. Even in
that case, "with all appliances and means
to boot,'' his ~peedy liberation would be
extremely probable, and the condign punishment of the malefactors almost certain,
unless they acted upon the prudent maxim
that "dead men tell no tales." The combination of Booth and others to kidnap Mr.
Lincoln was precisely like this in its original
object; and it was pursued, step by step,
until it ended in a most brutal murder.
r,uilis descmsus Aver11i.
\Vas this a becoming business for Senators
and Representatives to be engaged in? In
that" hour of national agony," when hideous destruction stared the country in the
face ; when stout men held their breath in
anxious dread; when the cry for relief came
up to Congress on the wings of every wind;
when the warning words of the President
told you that the public safety required
your instant attention-was that a time to be
spent in prosecuting plots like this? I will
not ask you to repent of the wickedness; it
is not wrong in your eyes ; it comes up to
your best ideas of loyalty, patriotism, and
high statesmanship. Your witnesses think
of it as you do; they take pride and pleasure
in their guilt, and wrap this garment of in•
famy about them with as much complacency
as if it were a robe of imperial purple.
But was Stanton in it? Was the AttorneyGeneral art and part in a foul conspiracy to
kidnap the Secretary of the Navy, "his own
familiar friend, his brother who trusted in
him and with whom he ate bread" ? If he
had sent the paper which was read under the
street lamp, why do you not produce it, or
at least show hy secondary evidence that it
was in his handwriting? If Mr. \Vatson
was the medium through whom he communicated his verbal directions to the committee or other persons confederated with
him, why does not Mr. vVatson appear and
say so ? To fasten this great guilt on Stanton will require evidence far better than Mr.
Howard's small and silly talk about "a
bird which flew directly from some Cabinet
minister," and stronger than his belief
founded on the fact that Stanton was a
"suspicious character," especially as Mr.
Howard admit$ his own participation in the
crime, ancl is therefo«l-somethin!! more than
a "suspicious character" himsel£ But it
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is not merely the defects in the proof-it is
the increclil>le nature of the story which
counts against you. Stanton knew, if you
did not, that the contemplated crime could
not be perpetrated with impunity. Toucey
breathed the deep breath and slept the
sound sleep of a freeman under the guardianship of a law which Stanton at that time did
not dare to violate. A Democratic Administration still kept ward and watch over the
liberty of the citizen. A vulgar tyranny
which allowed abolitionists to do such things
upon their political opponents was coming,
but it had not come; the reign of the ruffian
and the kidnapper was clra\\ ing near, but it
had not arrived ; the golden age of the spy
and the false accuser was beginning to dawn,
but it had not yet risen.
Vou may think it some excuse for this
false charge against J\Tr. Stanton that it is
not much worse than others which you have
proved to be true. But justice requires that
even bad men shall suffer only for those
misdeeds which they have actually done.
One of the greatest among American jurist5
held a slander to be aggravated Ly proof
that the victim's character was bad before;
just as a corporal injury to a sick man or
a cripple is a worse wrong than it would be
to one of sound limbs and vigorous health.
V.-Mr. Stanton's personal beha\'ior and
bearing in the Cabinet have been much misrepresented by others besides you. I am
told that Mr. Seward described the supposed "scene" in some speech, which I
have never reacl. It was given at length,
and very circumstantially, in a London
paper, over the signature of T. ,v. ; Mr.
Attorney-General lloar, in a solemn oration
which he pronounced before the Supreme
Court last January, repeated it with sundry
rhetorical embellishments ; nearly all the
newspapers of your party have garnished
their pointless abuse of the Buchanan Administration with allusions to it more or
Jess extended; and no doubt the bookmakers in the service of the abolitionists
have put it into what you call "contemporaneous history." So far as I have seen
them, all these accounts differ from one
another, and none is exactly, or even very
nearly, like yours. But they agree in presentinz a general picture of l\fr, Stanton as
engaged in some violent conflict which his
colleagues were too dull, too unprincipled,
or too timid to undertake, though some of
them afterward plucked up heart enough
to follow his lead. They declare that Stan•

ton took the most perilous responsibilities,
boldly faced the most frightful dangers, and
with heroic courage fought a desp~rale fight
against the most fearful odds; that the other
members of the C.tbinet looked on at the
awful combat as mere spectators of his terrific valor, while the President was so frightened hy the "fierce and fiery " encounter
that all he could do was to "tremble and
turn pale."
All this is (to,:se Stanton's own language)
"a tissue of lies"; a mere cock and hull
story; a naked invention, purely fabulous;
a falsehood as gross and groundless as any
in the autobiography of Baron l\lunchauscn.
Mr. Stanton was nc,•er exposed to any
clanger whatever while he was a mclltber of
that Cabinet ; never had any occa~ion lo exhibit his courage; never qu:::rrcllcd with any
of J1is colleagues; never dc11ounced those
he differed from, and never led those with
whom he agreed. He expres~ccl 1,is dissent
from the Southern members on several
questions, but no man among us took better
care than he did to avoid giving cause of
personal <>ffence. He acquired no ascen<lancy at the council board, and claimed
none ; he proposed no measure of his own,
and when he spoke upon the measures originatecl by others, he presented no views
that were new or at all startling. He and
I never once differed on any question, great
or small; and this, though of course accidental, was still so noticeable that he said
he was there only to give me two votes instead of one. He did not differ with Mr.
Holt on any important question concerning
the South more than once, and that was
when the compact, afterwards called a truce,
about Fort Pickens was made. He must
have agreed with the President when he
agreed with ~[r_ IIolt, for the latter gentleman declared most emphatically that the
President consta11tly gave him a "firm and
generous support." He never insulted the
President. Mr. Buchanan knew how to
maintain the dignity of his place and enforce
the respect clue to himself as well as any
man that e,·er sat in that chair. It is most
certain that Mr. Stanton always treated him
with the profoundest deference. If he had
been rash enough to take on the airs of a
bully, or had ever made the lea~t approach
to the insolent rudeness for which you desire to credit hin,, he would in~tantly have
lost his commission, and you would have
lost your spy.
Among the versions which have beel'I
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given of this false tale, yours is the most
transparent absurdity ; for you give dales
and circumstances which make it ridiculous.
At a time when Floyd was in disgrace with
the whole Administration - after all his
brethren had broken with him, and he had
been notified of th~ President's intention to
remove him-when he was virtually out of,
office and completely stripped of all influence-Major Anderson removed his command from Fort Moultrie to Fort Sumter.
You assert that Floyd, hearing of this, forthwith arraigned the Pre~ident and Cabinet
for the act of Major Anderson, declaring it
to be a violation of thdr pledges, though it
was not done by them, and they had given
no pledge on the subject. That he could
or w,JUld make an arraignment for any
cause of the body by which he had himself
just before been conckmned is incredible ;
that he would arraign it on such a charge is
beyond the belief of any sane being. But
su~h, by your account, was the occasion
which Stanton took to display his superhuman courage. 1t was then that he armed
his i-ecl right hand to execute his patriotic
vengeance 011 that fallen, powerless, broken
man. He must also have let fall at least a
part of his horrible displeasure on the head
of the President; else why did the President "tremble and turn pale" l I said
this narrative of yours was mere drivelliug,
and I think I paid it a flattering compliment.
Rut, to explode the folly completely, I referred you to the record, which I said would
show that Major Anderson acted in strict
accordance with orders sent him through
the War Department, of which Floyd himself was the head; and this you contradict.
Jr i$ perfectly manifest that you examined
the record, for you transcribe from it and
print two telegrams exchanged between
Floyd and Anderson after the rmunml of
the latter took place. You saw on that
same record the order previously giventhe order on which Major Anderson was
bonnd to act, and did act-and you h,we
cleliher;itely suppressed it. Nay, you go
still further, and with the order before your
eyes you substantially deny the existence of
it. I copy for your especial benefit the
words which relate to this point : "The
smallness of your force (so say the instructions) will not permit you, perhaps, to occupy more than one of the three forts; but
an attack, or an attempt to take possession
of either one of them will be regarded as an
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act of hostility, and you may Ihm put your
eo111111a1td into dther efthcm which you may
deem most proper to i11crease its power of
resistance. You are also aulhoric,:d lo take
simila,- st,'fs whenever you have tangible
evidence of a duig-,, to proceed to a hostile
act."
There is the order in plain English words.
To make out your assertion it was necessary to conceal it, and you did conceal it
from your readers. But that is not alL
You find a telegram from Major Anderson,
dated on the morning after the removal, in
which he says simply that he had removed,
but says nothing of the grounds on which he
acted. On that same record, and right beside the telegram, you saw a letter from
Major Anderson to the \Var Department,
dated the same day, in which he dou refer
to his orders, and says, '' Many things convinced me that the authorities of the State
desigued to proceed lo a hostt!e ad," and then
acids : " U ndcr this impression I could not
hesitate that it was my solemn duly to m1JVe
my eommaud from a fort which we could
not probably have held longer than fortyeight or sixty hours to this one, where "'Y
puwer ef 1'esista11ee is increased to a very
great degree." You totally ignore this
Jetter, in which Major Anderson justifies his
removal in the very words of the order, aud
pick out a hasty telegram in which nothing
is said of his orders for the purpose of
proving that he acted without orders-an
assumption which the record, if honestly
cited, would show to be utterly false.
You will hardly venture to repeat your
denial ; for besides the original record there
are thousancb of authentic copies scattered
over the nation, and anybody can find it in
Ex. Doc., IL R., vol. vi., No. 26, p. ro. I
do not trust myself to make any general remarks on this glaring instance of mutilated
evidence. V ou are a Senator, and I acknowledge the Scriptural obligation of a
private citizen not to "speak evil of dignities "; but of a dignity like you it is som-:times so difficult to speak well that my only
refuge is silence.
You garble my words so as to make them
appear like a denial that Mr. Stanton ever
wrote any letter at all on the subject of the
"Cabinet Scene," whereas I asserted that
110 letter wrilfm by him would corroborate
your version of it. Aner coCllly striking out
from the sentence quoted the words which
express my propos·tion, you proceed to contrauict it by the statement of Mr. Holt, who
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says that a letter was written, but he de·
dines to say wltal was in it.
I knew that !IIr. Schell had addr(;ssecl
Mr. Stanton with the object of gelling him
to tell the truth Rnd tear away the "tissue
of lies" which so many hands had woven
about this subject. If he answered at all,
the presumption was that he would answer
truly; and if he answered truly, instead of
corroborating you, he must have denounced
the whole story as a mere fabrication. Do
you think now that in the absence of all
evidtncc showing or tending to show the
contents of the letter, we ought to assume
that Stanton filled it with bragging lies?
I do not mean to let this stand as a mere
question of personal veracity between you
and me, though I have the advantage,
which you have not, of knowing whereof I
affirm. But my denial throws the burden
of proof upon you with its full weight. Recollect also that the strength of your evidence
must be proportioned to the original improbability of the fact you seek to establish,
and that the reasons a priori for disbelieving this fact are overwhelmingly strong.
All presumptions are against the idea that
a man who dodged about among the abolitionbts as their spy, and vowed himself to
the secessionists as their ally, and all the
time manifested a dastardly dread of being
discovered, would openly insult the President or do anything else that was bold
and violent. But you have taken the task
of proving it ; and how have you done it?
I certainly need not say that Mr. Holt
proves nothing by writing a letter in which
he declines to tell what he knows. His expressive silence, on the contrary, is very con•
vincing that he knew the truth to be against
you. As little, nay, less, if less were possible, clo you make out of his speech at
Charleston. He deals there in glittering
generalities, sonorous periods, and obscure
allusions to some transaction of which he
gives no definite idea, except that Stanton
was not an actor in it, but a spectator ; for
he mentions him only to say that "he
looked upon that scene." What the scene
was he declared to be a secret, which history will perhaps ne,•er get a chance to
record.
Failing wholly to get anything out of Mr.
Holt, you naturally enough resorted to Mr.
Dawes ; and Mr. Dawes, willing but unable
to help you, called in the aid and comfort of
his wife. "She," her husband says, "distinctly remembers hearing Stanton tell at our
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house the story of that terrible conflict in the
Ca hi net." That is the length and breadth
of her testimony. She remembers that Mr.
Stanton told the story, but not the story itself. It was about a terrible conflict; but
we do not learn who were engaged iu it,
who fell, or who was victorious-how the
fray began or how it ended-only it was
terrible. ,~,as Mr. Stanton the hero of his
own story, or was he relating the adventures of somebody el,;e to amuse or frighten
the company? Mrs. Dawes is undoubtedly
a lady of the very highest respectability;
but with all that, you will find it hard to
convert the idle conversations at her house
into history ; and the difficulty is much increased by the fact that neither she nor any•
body else is able to tell what they were.
The declaration of Mr. Holt that he
would not reveal what he knew nt\ this subject, and Mr. Dawes's statement that l\Irs.
Dawes told him that she heard Stanton tell
something about it, which she does not repeat, is all llte rvidma you offer on the point.
Yet you affirm that this most improbable and
slanderous story is not only true, but sustained by l he "declarations of Mr. Stanton
to credible witnesses, and the positive averments of Joseph Holt." Can this be mere
ignoi·ance? I am tempter! to believe that
you have gone abont the business with a set
purpose to make yourself ridiculous.
I fear very much that on this question, as
on so many others, you have been guilty of
a wilful srtfpressio vn-i. Did you not know
that l\lr. Holt's testimony would be against
you, when you took advantage of his scruples about giving it? Did not Mrs. Dawes
recollect more than you have quoted? I
may he wrong in this suspicion; but a man
who mangles a public record must not complain if his good faith is doubted when he
presents private evidence.
Mr. Attorney-General Hoar, believing
this scandal to be true, tried in good faith
to get the evidence which would prove it.
When he found it to be false he passed over
to you the letters which he had got in the
course of his search, and you printed them.
The lawyer was too honest to reassert a
tale which he discovered to be unfounded;
but the politician had not magnanimity
enough to retract it ; and therefore be let
you burn your fingers where he would not
put his own.
This story of a "Cabinet Scene," as it
floated about among irresponsible newsmongers, seemed for a while like a formida-
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ble slander; but you have made it utterly
contemptible.
VL-\'our account of Mr. Cameron's retirement from the \Var Department and
Stanton's appointment on his suggestion demanded refutation, because it not only perverted and misrepresented a fact of some
genrral importance, but was a serious injury
to Mr. Stanton's character as it then stood.
Between these two men it did not seem as
it there could be any relations which implied
confidence or friendship. If Stanton himself was any authority for his own sentiments, he had no respect either for the
horse contracts or the "nigger arming" (as
he called it) r.f his predecessor, and Mr.
Lincoln had just as little. Stanton was appointed ,wt lo rarry out but to put 1111 out
to Cameron's pohcy with all its corruptions.
I admit that since the evidence yon have
furnished of Mr. Stanton's duplicity in other
matters, it becomes possible to believe he
may have been in~incere about this also.
Still your attempt to deceive the public was
inexcusable.
Of my own knowledge I know nothing
about Cameron's appointment or removal ;
but I will give you the main facts briefly
and withont the a/J,i enor111ia, as I have
them on undoubted authority, and as I
firmly believe them. A bargain was made
at the Chicago Convention of 186o, that in
case of Lincoln's nomination and election
Cameron should receive a Cabinet appointment. ~Ir. Lincoln was no party to this contract; but after much persuasion and pressure he consented to ratify it by trying
Cameron as Secretary of \\'ar. Before the
end of nine months the experiment ended,
as you know, and as everybody else knows,
in a complete and total failure. Mr. Lincoln, seeing this, determined to get rid of
him, and expressed his resolution in a letter addressed to J\lr. Cameron and carried
by Mr. Chase, then Secretary of the Treasury. That letter is not now in existence,
but Mr. Chase described it as citrt-that is
to say, plain, short, and direct. Mr. Cameron understood and felt it a~ an abrupt dismissal. He afterwards got it suppressed,
and a correspondence different in its whole
tenor and effect substituted in its place.
Ever since then he has been trying to create
the opinion that he retit eel from a Department full of rich jobs, not only without
compul~ion, but in spite of the President's
affectionate desire that he should remain
and manage them as he had c!one before ;
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and he makes it a part of the story that he
was permitted to designate his successor.
Ile contrived to produce some belief of this
on the mind of Mr. Chase ; but if :Mr.
Chase had known more of Cameron's character and previous history, he might have
been less credulous.
Of tho fact that Stanton was appointed on
Cameron's suggestion wo have not a spark
of di1·ect evidence except Cameron's own
statement, and all the circumstances make
that improbable. If the President made up
his mine! to remove the incumbrnt, he certainly would not have proceeded to execute
his resolution by writing him a curt letter of
dbmissal without having settle<! upon somebody to succeed him; for at such a time as
that he could not mean to leave the \Var
Department acep/111/ous while he would be
huntir,g a head for it. But concede that no
thought was taken for the new officer before the removal of the old one, can it be
that the President decided the whole question in favor of a man never mentioned before, on the mere suggestion of the officer he
was discarding, and without seeking advice
from those members of the Cabinet who still
retained his favor? The suppressed letter
is, therefore, not only an important fact in itself, but it has the gravest influence on the
credibility of Mr. Cameron's whole tale.
Other questions signify but little in comparison to that. If the correspondence afterwards published was not that which actually
took place, we must presume everything
against the party for whom, or at whose
instance, the spoliation was committed. The
short, plain, direct, curt note, with which
Mr, Lincoln opened the business, would
have explained everything, if it had been
permitted to sec the light; and it could not
have heen destroyed except for the purpose
of making a false impression. This compels me to show that yonr conduct in the
affair has been such as admits of no justification except that burning loyalty and intense patriotism which converts all vice into
virtue.
After your first article appeared, and be·
fore my answer to it, a leading and very
distinguished member of the Republican
party in this State told you that you had
misstated the f.tcts concerning Mr. Cameron's retirement, and especially the important mid principal fact of the suppressed
note from the President ; and he referred to
the Chief Justice, who, upon being intem>gated, gave you the authentic information
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that such a note had been written, delivcrrd,
and suppressed. Thereupon you solemnly
promised that if you ever had occasion to
refer to the subject again, you would tell the
wllole truth. Besides, J uclge Chase, after
my review of you, wrote me a letter from
Sandusky, Ohio, in which he said that
he bore the note in question, and men•
tioncd that he had also written to you.
\Vhat he wrote you of course I do n0t
know, but he certainly did not give you one
version and me another. You had, therefore, the written statement of the Chief Justice, in addition to his verbal assurance.
With all these lights before you, and with
all the obligations of common veracity,
strengthened by an express promise to tell
the truth, what clo you do in your second
article? Why, you simply stick to your first
story. Nay, you take great trouble to smuggle the truth away, and bury it out of sight;
for, instead of producing Judge Chase's let•
ter to yourself, in which the fact, no doubt,
is fairly staled, you give us an extract from
another letter written by him to Cameron,
from which you are "permitted to quote"
-nothing whatever on the subject of that
important leller. I forbear to say much
that ought to be saicl about thi~ part of your
beh,n·ior, because the distinguished gentleman before spoken of h~s taken you in
hand, and will doubtless jerk an acknowledgment of the facts out of you, in spite of
all your shuffling.
VII.-A word before we part about the
two hundred and fifty thou,and dollars raised
out of the Treasury for Governor . Morton.
Taking yonr account of that business as
correct, I proved in my former letter that it
was in the highest degree crim111al. You
left no escape from the conclusion that the
parties were guilty of embezzlement under
the act of 1846. \'our narrative of the transaction impressed it with all the marks of
what is called in the flash language of
,vashington "a big steal." Yon showed
that the parties themselves so understood it
at the time, for you put a conversation into
their mr,uths by which they arc made to admit their liability to prosccation and im•
prisonment.
I saw plainly that this could not be true.
Mr. Stanton's wor~t enemies never charged
him with that kind of dishonesty, and Governor Morton h:,d a reputation which placed
him far above the suspicion of such base•
ness. Both of them may have had serious
faults, but they would not rob the Treasury
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under any circumstances, or for any pur•
pose. I asked three members of the Indiana
delegation whether there was any founda,
tion for your assertion; they all answered
no, and gave me the explanation which I
used in my published letter.
Your replication to this point is one of
the most astonishing parts of all your won•
derful production. I denied that Messrs.
Stanton and Morton had committed a felony,
and gave a version of the affair which
showed them both to be perfectly innocent.
You grow ill-tempered and vituperative
upon this, and charge me with " uncon•
cealed, not to say ostentatious, malignity."
I confess Lhis is turning the tables upon me
in a way I could not have expected. In
genrral, the malignity is presumed against
the party who makes an inju, ious charge,
not against him who repels it.
There might have heen some hope for
you yet if you had recanted your first assertion, or admitted the errors of your statement, or made some effort to explain away
the effect of it, by showing that you did not
mean what you said. lint you hold fast to
e\'ery word of it; not a syllable do you re•
trnct. On the contrary, you insist that it is
rff,w1t,ry in me to affirm that a debt wa~
due to the State, and that it was paid according to law. ',Vhat you say in your last,
in addition to your first statement, makes
the case look worse than it did before. But
it is not true. The payment was not made
on account of arms furnished to loyal citi•
zens in re~llious States, nor was the money
l(iven to the Governor, to be dii;bursed by
him on his own responsibility, aJ agent of
the President. That much I can say on the
official authority of the present Secretary of
War, who wrote me on the 27th of last
month that " the transaction appears to be
based upon the claims of the State of Indiana
for e:rpe11sts incurred in raising volunteers."
But Governor l\forton is ~till above
ground, and can take care of himself. If
he ,nadc a raise out of the public Treasury
without authority of law, and in defiance of
the penal statutes in such case made and
provided, be owes it to yon to confess his
guilt fully and freely. If he is innocent (as
I believe him to be), it is due to himself
and the memory of l\lr. Stanton that he
deny your allegation~, and exhibit the true
state of the facts, without clel,1y.
The sum of the case, a5 it now stands, is
this : Mr. Stanton put into the hands of
Governor Morton, not a warrant as you say,
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but a requisition, on which the Governor
got out of the Treasury two hundred and
fifty thou~and dollars. If this requisition
was ba.,ed on a just claim, and drawn against
a fund appropriated to the payment of it,
the whole transaction was perfoctly honest,
exceedingly commonplace, and precisely
similar to other acts <lone every <lay, before
and since, by all the Secretaries -a simple
dischaf'ge of routine duty, involvin~ no responsibility whatever, no honor, and no
blame. llut it suited your ideas to glorify
Stant,.m by declaring that he took the great
responsibility of helping :\Ir. Morton to the
money contrary to law, against the principles of common honesty, and in violation of
his oath, thereby exposing both himself and
his ~ccomplice to the danger of pro,ecution
and imprisonment in the penitentiary. This
was the feather you ~tuck in his cap ; for
this you think him entitled to the "grateful

I

[FE~

admiration of his !")'al countryrllc~
sought to deprive him of the de~-or.uiun you
bestowed on him, by showing that the
money was paid according to law on a claim
satisfactorily est.1hlished, out of money regu•
!arty appropriated to that pmpose. I tried
to prove that it was not an embetzlcment,
and that there was nothing criminal in it.
But this took the loy,1/ly out of it, and left
it without any merit in your eyes, Thereupon you fly into a passion and become
abusive, which shows that your moral perceptions are very much distorted, and makes
me fear indeed that you are altogether incorrigible.
This paper has grown much longer than
I intended to make it, and J have no ~pace
for the exhortations 1 meant to i;ivc you in
conclusion. l leave you, t:,cref• ,re, to your
own reflections.
J. S. llLACK.

COUNSEL.

I

F thou dost bid thy friend farcwdl,
llut for one night though that farewell may be,
Press thou his palm with thine. lfo,y canst thou tell
How far from thee

Fate or caprice may lead his feet
Ere that to-morrow comes? Men have been known
To lightly turn the corner of a street,
And days have grown
To months, and months to lagging years,
Before they looked in loving eyes ai;ain.
Parting at best is underlaid with tearsWith tears and pain.
Therefore, lest sudden death should come between,
Or time or distance, clasp with pressure true
The hand of him who goeth forth ; unseen,
Fate goeth too I
Yea, find thou alway time to say
Some earnest word between the idle talk;
Lest with thee henceforth, e,·er, night and day,
Regret should walk.

M. E. M.

